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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the first user" in line 5. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3 . Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 
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Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Levchin et 
al. (US 7089208) (Levchin) in view of Liebermann (US 7287009) (Liebermann). 

Re claim 1 : Levchin teaches a method for automatically transferring credit between one or more 
stored value funds and one or more money handlers using a wide-area computer network, the 
method comprising: providing a first user interface to the first user, the first user coupled to the 
wide-area computer network, the first user associated with a first stored value fund, the first user 
interface including one of a group comprising a phone interface and an internet interface, a 
server computer system is operable to communicate with the phone interface and the internet 
interface; receiving automated transfer information at a server computer system from the first 
user interface (col. 7, lines 12-15, col. 3, lines 45-50, col. 1, lines 51-56); receiving a first 
selection of a first money handler chosen by the first user for an automated transfer, the first 
money handler comprising one of a group including a credit card handler, a debit card handler 
and a bank handler (col. 2, lines 37-39); determining the direction of the automated transfer with 
respect to the stored value fund (col. 7, lines 12-15); receiving a first selection of an amount for 
the automated transfer (col. 5, lines 62-66); and automatically transferring the amount between 
the stored value fund and the handler (col. 5, lines 62-66); providing a second user interface to a 
second user, the second user coupled to the wide-area computer network, the second user 
associated with a second stored value fund, the second user interface including one of a group 
comprising a phone interface and internet interface, the server computer system is operable to 
communicate with the phone interface and internet interface; receiving a second selection of a 
second money handler chosen by the second user for the automated transfer, the second money 
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handler comprising one of a group including a credit card handler, a debit card handler and a 
bank handler, wherein the second money handler is different from the first money handler; 
automatically transferring the amount between the first money handler and the first stored value 
fund and the handler; automatically transferring the amount between the first stored value fund 
and a second stored value fund (col. 7, lines 12-15, col. 3, lines 45-50, col. 1, lines 51-56, col. 2, 
lines 37-39, col. 5, lines 62-66). 

Levchin does not explicitly teach an agent interface, a kiosk interface, and an ATM interface; 
and a promotion handler and agent handler; wherein the second stored value fund is a temporary 
stored value fund; and automatically transferring the amount between the second stored value 
fund and the second money handler as recited in the claim. However, Levchin teaches a plurality 
of interfaces (e.g. handheld or palmtop computer, smart telephone, PDA, pager (Fig.l, col. 3, 
lines 34-53) and plurality of handlers (col. 2, lines 37-39; col. 5, lines 55-67). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Levchin to 
include other interfaces such as agent interface, a kiosk interface, and an ATM interface, and 
handlers such as promotion handler and agent handler or any other interface/handler in Levchin' s 
client-server configuration since these interfaces/handlers are well known in the art as being 
operable to communicate with a server system in a client-server configuration, and each of these 
additional interface/handler merely would perform the same function as each separate interface 
as taught by Levchin. One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of 
including the additional interfaces/handlers were predictable. 

Liebermann teaches the concept of transferring money from one account to another by debiting a 
customer's account and placing monies into temporary account. The money is then moved from 
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the temporary account to the account of the recipient (col. 12, lines 52-63). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Levchin to include this feature as taught by Liebermann so that temporary account can hold the 
monies for the user for a period of time and such withdrawal results in an update in the first user 
account even during the period when the second user has yet to take possession of the funds. 

Re claim 2: Levchin teaches a step of determining if a transfer period has expired (col. 4, lines 
11-12; col. 14, line 64 through col. 15, line 2). 

Re claim 3: Levchin teaches a step of determining if a threshold amount is crossed (col. 5, lines 
62-66). 

Re claim 4: Levchin teaches wherein: the ); receiving a first selection of the amount step 
comprising a step of determining the difference between the threshold amount and a balance of 
the stored value fund; and the difference is equal to the amount (col. 5, lines 62-66). 

Re claim 5: Levchin teaches wherein the amount is included in the automated transfer 
information (col. 4, lines 9-11). 

Re claim 6: Levchin does not explicitly teach a step of electronically notifying the user of the 
automated transfer, wherein the electronic notification includes at least one of a web page, an 
instant message, an e-mail message, a pager message, and a wireless phone message. Official 
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notice is hereby taken it is old and well known in the fund transfer art to provide notification to 
user of the system. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to include this feature in Levchin teachings. One would have been motivated to do 
so in order to confirm to the user that the value has been successfully transferred. 

Re claim 7: Levchin teaches wherein the server computer system comprises a plurality of 
computers coupled together by a computer network (figure 1). 

Re claim 8: Levchin teaches wherein the first money handler includes at least one of a stored 
value fund, an airline mileage program, a gift certificate issuer, an electronic gift certificate 
issuer, and a money order issuer (col. 5, lines 62-66). 

Re claim 9: Levchin teaches wherein the amount corresponds to at least one of: currency, 
monetary value, airline mileage, promotional program points, gift certificate credit, and 
commodities (col. 4, lines 34-41). 

Re claim 10: Levchin teaches wherein the automatically transferring step comprises at least one 
of the following steps: transferring the amount with a bank account; transferring the amount with 
a credit card or debit card; transferring the amount in a check or money order; transferring the 
amount to an agent location chosen by the user; transferring a telegram or a greeting card with a 
check or money order for the amount; and transferring an electronic greeting card with an 
electronic payment notification for the amount embedded therewith (col. 7, lines 12-15). 
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Re claim 1 1 : Levchin teaches steps of: retrieving a trigger condition that initiates the 
automatically transferring step; and determining when the trigger condition is satisfied (col. 5, 
lines 62-66). 

Re claim 12: Levchin teaches wherein the trigger condition includes at least one of: a credit 
balance in the stored value find meeting a threshold; and a period of time expiring (col. 5, lines 
62-66). 

Re claim 13: Levchin teaches wherein the user, the handler and the server computer system are 
remotely located with respect to each other (figure 1). 

Claims 15-18 arc rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Levchin in 
view of Ogilvie (US 6631358) (Ogilvie) 

Re claims 15 and 18: See claims 1 and 12 analyses, supra. Furthermore, Levchin teaches a 
payment controller sending the amount to a payment conversion function, the payment 
conversion function converting a form of the amount (col. 4, lines 34-36). Levchin does not 
explicitly teach wherein the trigger condition is a periodic transfer and a period of time for the 
periodic transfer expires. Ogilvie teaches trigger conditions including periodic basis or threshold 
basis (abstract, col. 8, lines 43-50). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skills in the art at the time of the invention to modify Levchin to include this feature so that the 
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transfer can be made on a periodic basis. 

Re claim 16: See claims 1, 4 and 12 analyses, supra. 

Re claim 17: See claims 1, 8 and 12 analyses, supra. 

Claims 19-21 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Levchin in view of Liebermann and further in view of Ogilvie. 

Re claims 19 and 24: See claims 1, 2 and 15 analyses, supra. 

Re claim 20: See claims 1 and 3 analyses, supra 

Re claim 21: See claims 1 and 4 analyses, supra 

Re claim 23: See claims 1 and 14 analyses (figure 1), supra 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLABODE AKINTOLA whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3629. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM -5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on 571-272-6771 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



OA 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3691 



